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REMARKS 

ihi cl'Jns werw '"ri.iK xOjeaeJ ui the O fscc \a Mo> > . 200) ^ x s 
response addresses the issues raised by the fcxaxiimer, as toliows: 

vaMis4 '^'^ ^<->™espo u .^^V.^c >-ovsoviS claims, ciuM'^.tno txh.uepe\ci.wo?v ^ 
Claim as the first claim (41). 

No B-enablemeat. Claim 41 and subsequent claims that have defeitions of 
have been aiiteTided so that they conform with the Exammer's suggestion on page 4 of the 
Office Action of what he believes is enabled for R^. New Claini 48 has been added which 
defines as only lbs specific disubstituted benzyi group that is most active. 

New M atter. The original claims Included definitions of and that did 
not claim all of the R'' and R* groups that were in the actual examples. Defmiiions of and 
R^ were inserted based on the actual examples but were rejected as being "new matter". The 
definitions of md R^ in Claim 41 are written so that they claim only the omitted R- and 

groups as they are used in the specific exampleis that contain the groups. Tliis is believed 
to overcome the new matter rejection. 

Restriction Requirement. The Examiner objected to the claims because they 
did not compkiely conform with the Restriction Requirement. New Claim 41 is believed to 
be completely in conf<.-)rmance with the Restiiction Requirement. 

Withdraw n cla ims. The method of use claims have been renumbered as 
Claims 56-59. These were withdraw by the examiner asid are still shown in the listing of 
claims as withdrawn. They have been amended so that they depend on Claim 41, so that they 
are eligible far rejoinder once the compound claims have been allowed. They have also 
been reduced m breadth by eliminating some of the methods of using the compounds, such as 
ameliorating and preventing. Claim 41, which was directed to chemokine receptor activity, 
has been changed to the specific receptor (CCR2). 
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Summarv 

Iliis amendmeBt is believed to be a complete response to the final rejection. 
En try of the ijinendment and consideration of the amended claims and remarks is respectfully 
requested. 

It is respectfully siibrnitted that the amended claims are adeqmitely enabled 
and are in condition for allowance. Such allowance is eamesstly solicited. 

If the examiner wishes io discuss any matter relating to this application, he is 
invited to telephone the undersigned attorney at the number below. 



Respectfully submitted. 




Jaiiies L. McGinnis 
Reg. No. .34,387 
Attorney for Applicant 



MERCK & CO.. Inc. 
P.O. Box 2000 

Rafiway, New Jersey 07065-0907 
(7.32)594-0641 



Date: September 14, 2009 



